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Dorothy Menasco 

From: Tibbetts, Arlene [Arlene.Tibbetts@pgnmail.coml 

Sent: Monday, April 19, 201012:04 PM 

To: Filings@psc.state .fl .us 

Cc: Katherine Fleming; Lee Eng Tan; 'jmcwhirter@mac-Iaw.com'; 'jbeasley@ausley.com'; 
'Iwillis@ausley.com'; Beth Keating; Charles Beck; 'ken.rubin@fpl.com'; 'wade.litchfield@fpl .com'; 
'jas@beggslane.com'; 'rab@beggslane.com'; 'srg@beggslane.com'; 'sdriteno@southernco.com'; 
'regdept@tecoenergy.com'; 'RMiller@pcsphosphate.com'; 'vkaufman@kagmlaw.com'; 
'jmoyle@kagmlaw.com'; 'jbrew@bbrslaw.com'; 'ataylor@bbrslaw.com'; Burnett, John; Lewis Jr, Paul 

Subject: Docket 100002-EG Filing: PEF's Objections to OPC's 1 st Set of Interrogatories 

Attachments: PEF Objections to OPC's 1 st Set of RaGs (Nos. 1-3).pdf 

This electronic filing is made by: 

John Burnett 
P.O. Box 14042 
St. Petersburg, FL 33733 
727-820-5184 
John .Burnett@pgnmai l.com 

Docket : 100002-EG 

In re : Energy conservation cost recovery clause 

On behalf of Progress Energy Florida 

Consisting of 4 pages 

The attached document for filing is PEF's Objections to OPe's 1st Set of Interrogatories (Nos. 1-3) 
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 


In re: Energy conservation cost ) Docket No. 100002-EG 
recovery clause. ) 

) Filed: April 19, 2010 

PEF'S OBJECTIONS TO OFFICE OF PUBLIC COUNSEL'S 
FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES CNos.1-3) 

Pursuant to Fla. Admin. Code R. 28-106.206, Rule 1.340 of the Florida Rules of 

Civil Procedure, and the Order Establishing Procedure in this matter, Progress Energy 

Florida, Inc. ("PEF") hereby serves its objections to The Office of Public Counsel's 

("OPC") First Set ofInterrogatories (Nos. 1-3) and states as follows: 

GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

With respect to the "Defmitions" in OPC's First Set of Interrogatories, PEF 

objects to any definitions or instructions that are inconsistent with PEF's discovery 

obligations under applicable rules. If some question arises as to PEF's discovery 

obligations, PEF will comply with applicable rules and not with any of OPC's definitions 

or instructions that are inconsistent ""''lth those rules. Furthermore, PEF objects to any 

interrogatory that calls for PEF to create data or information that it otherwise does not 

have because there is no such requirement under the applicable rules and law. 

PEF objects to any definition or interrogatory that seeks to encompass persons or 

entities who are not parties to this action or that are not subject to discovery under 

applicable rules. 

PEF also objects to any Interrogatory or Request for Production that purports to 

require PEF or its experts to prepare studies, analyses, or to do work for OPC that has not 
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